
increases in world temperature are anything
but cyclical.

It is true that “each American uses 3.5
times as many forest products as the average
person in the world.” Has anyone persuaded
Americans to do otherwise? We are a democ-
racy with a robust economy. If Americans
wish to change that, let them, but I think
Moore should be careful what she wishes for.

Finally, Moore states “that foresters are
confounded when their work is challenged
with a different vision of the forest.” I dis-
agree. We are not confounded; we are mor-
ally outraged by the demonstrably inaccu-
rate claims that people, such as she and
Willer, have so often made.

Timothy La Farge
San Francisco, CA

I was very surprised to learn from Fred-
erick L. Kirschenmann (p. 88, Mar. 2005)
that “fossil fuel. . . has now been depleted.”
The US Department of Energy labels coal,
oil, and natural gas as fossil fuels. Even the
1972 Club of Rome’s study “Limits to
Growth” in 1972 predicted a 111-year sup-
ply of coal even assuming that consumption
grew at an exponential rate. And though we
passed their estimated 31-year static index
for petroleum last year, I am still buying gas-
oline made from crude oil that has averaged
in the $10–20 per barrel range for the last 50
years when the rate of inflation is accounted
for over that time period. The present real
price is even lower than it was during the
“energy crisis” of 1973 and the spikes in the
early 1980s. This kind of exaggeration
sounds like press releases from some envi-
ronmental group and inclines me to take
many of Kirschenmann’s other statements
with a grain of salt. If this article was peer
reviewed then I would suggest the reviewers
need to review a good economics text such as
“Economics, Principles and Policy” by Wil-
liam J. Baumol and Alan S. Blinder. Some
places to start would be p. 471 of the book or
the websites of the Department of Energy or
the Department of Commerce. Another
source I found interesting is the report on
the history of crude oil prices at www.wtrg
.com/prices.htm. Based on my limited
knowledge of the subject, it appears that po-
litical upheaval, wars, and economic

“quakes” have a much greater impact on
crude oil prices and production than do es-
timates of known reserves.

Kerry Livengood
Alexandria, LA

The March 2005 issue on intensive for-
est management for wood fiber is the corpo-
rate bottom line model. This is the share-
holder model, and in certain forest types
calls primarily for clearcutting. It is, in fact,
the same as big agriculture.

In my view, better forestry is best on
smaller ownerships where the bottom line is
not wood fiber alone, but is geared to a variety
of silvicultural treatments. All influenced by
existing conditions such as slope etc. Other
values can be given due consideration as one
result. It means, as a tradeoff, less net revenue.

It becomes a philosophical question as to
whether the fiber production-profit strategy is
best in the long run or is in accordance with
Natural Law. What is Natural Law? That is the
reason it is a philosophical question, i.e., the
drive for production alone versus being conser-
vative. Intensive management for fiber is not
conservative in nature, but is akin to exploita-
tion. Repeated shorter rotations on the same
soils results in long-term reduction in the or-
ganic component. Intensive management uti-
lizing selective prescriptions is likely to be more
compatible long-term, where selection is pos-
sible. This is even possible here in the Douglas-
fir region, but is not done on large ownerships
due to cost.

Societal or business focus on the bot-
tom line has its place, but is too dominant
overall. Outsourcing is just one result of this
short-sighted ethic.

H.E. Hays
Bainbridge Island, WA

I attended the January 2005 Portland,
Oregon Symposia on Intensive Forest Man-
agement Potential (IFMP) in the Pacific
Northwest. I like the articles and the format
the Journal of Forestry used to revisit IMFP.

I was Crown Zellerbachs (CZ) Re-
source Manager until 1985, and for the last
20 years I have been intensively managing
my own tree farms in Oregon and Washing-
ton. I am a member of Oregon Small Wood-
lands and Washington Farm Forestry.

To me, as I brought up at the confer-
ence, the greatest deterrent to IFMP in the
United States is the use of Scribner log scale
to measure logs. Scribner log scale made
sense when we were selling large defective
logs; it makes no sense in measuring our sec-
ond-growth logs of today. The rest of the
world is on cubic or better metric log scales;
they are straightforward and directly compa-
rable. The Scribner scale that was developed
150 years ago is not comparable to anything.

Scribner inaccurately and inconsis-
tently only accounts for 20–30% of the
product that comes out of small logs. The
Scribner scale allows for a knowledgeable
buyer to take unfair advantage of a less than
knowledgeable seller.

Alan J. Thayer
Vancouver, WA

Correction
In “Lessons from the October 2003

Wildfires in Southern California” by Keeley et
al. (Oct./Nov. 2004), Figure 2 was mistakenly
printed without its color key. The correct fig-
ure and legend are reprinted below.

Figure 2. Fuel mosaics within the perimeters
of the 2003 fires in San Diego County, Cal-
ifornia, which demonstrate that the 2003
fires burned through a variety of fuel ages.
Three fire perimeters shown are, from north
to south: the Paradise, Cedar, and Otay
Fires (data from frap.cdf.ca.gov).
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